Introduction
When it comes to agriculture the World Trade Organisation (WTO) and its free trade regime has proved to be inadequate (BURNETT, 2015) In this paper, we seek to:
• identify these countries and conceptually characterise them;
• discuss their motivations and modus operandi generally;
• in order to demonstrate how a new food-dependency-based protagonism is taking form. Thus, our analysis will focus on interstate relations and their contentious disputes in what we characterise as a new food-dependency-based protagonism.
3. While least developed countries offer a state-based resistance to the WTO, their focus is mostly directed towards the undemocratic nature of its decision making process. Thus, rather than altogether forgoing the institution there aim remains largely in reforming it. On the other hand, within the same logic, there are those who choose to import food focusing their efforts on more profitable ventures, as food production would be less economical. In addition, a select group of countries depend on food-imports in a way that is more vital than those last. These countries are unable to produce enough food to satisfy its population's necessity, as even if they chose to do so they would be incapable, for they lack one or more of the elements essential for agriculture.
Due to this, it is imperative to draw a distinction between food-importing countries that articulate within the international agrifood market.
In this work, we will give emphasis to the group of countries that trade as a form to pro- It is also crucial to recognise that even if a country is not in the situation of food insecurity, this does not mean that it is plainly food secure. That is, a country that relies mostly on its own natural conditions for agriculture could largely self-sustain, up-4. It is important to note that the type of technology makes all the difference. For instance, even if some technologies were introduced, it would demand great efforts to maintain production, as they are also extremely costly. A classic example is Pioneer's technological packages that join seeds, fertilisers and pesticides. Introducing machinery would also have a high initial cost, and in either cases, these changes could very well lead to greater food insecurity even if production was higher. Historically, this can be evidenced through the 1990s when many of these countries were instructed by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank to abandon subsistence farming and focus on agricultural exports, giving priority to a commercial balance, in turn, making them dependent on imports of staple foods, as they became exporters of tropical goods and cotton. This is especially concerning as, in LDCs most of the income comes from agriculture, while at the same time most of the food comes from subsistence farming. If the technology deployed eliminates jobs or promotes land concentration, then there will be less wages and crops for food. Thus rather than just referencing the best available technology, we also draw attention to the technique. There are many cases where the technique, that is, the application of a method, generates more results than technology, referencing the instrument to be handled by a type of technique.
holding more independently its food security. While, for the others this is only possible by means of international trade. These countries are in a constant food security dependency, and for them the distrust in the international market is much more severe.
There are different forms of dependency, perhaps there is no better form of dependency, but there are those that bring about more urgency.
The very concept of complex interdependency is based upon the principle of mutual dependency - 
HIFDC and their responses to the food crises
As with other matters of high politics, we argue that it is possible to identify a course where food security takes supremacy over trade liberalisation.
HIFDC have begun to promote unilateral, bilateral and plurilateral practices to satisfy this agenda.
With the goal of assuring their food security, under the eminence of the global food market fallibility.
These dissident postures are symptomatic of the structural problems intrinsic to international multilateral trade. Drawing attention to this can help to both, reconsider how the WTO`s stance on agrifood trade is operationally botched for more than
LDCs, in addition to supporting the initiatives to either reform or all together forgo the WTO and its flawed regime.
In order to identify HIFDC we established the flowing parameters:
• low arable land (or arable land to population ratio) and/or low water (or water to population ratio);
• high capital and/or high technology; in addition to
• a negative agrifood trade balance 5 .
5. It is essential to highlight the distinction between food and First, it is possible to compare proportionately which countries are more and less invested in other agricultural goods. As many agricultural outputs are not used for food such as cotton and other fibers, as well as oils that can used for a diversity of industrial goals, fuels, or animal feed. For our purposes we identify food as comprising " […] the commodities in SITC sections 0 (food and live animals), 1 (beverages and tobacco), and 4 (animal and vegetable oils and fats) and SITC division 22 (oil seeds, oil nuts, and oil kernels)" (FAO 2015, p.227) . Thus, a more appropriate term is agrifoods as a way to exclude fibers such as cotton, but demonstrating that not all food imports are destined for the purpose of direct human consumption. As an example, we highlight the import of oil seeds intended for the animal feed. The WTO and the new food-dependency-based protagonism 10. The concern over food import dependency is not a new one. After the Second World War, the recently constructed EU established conditions to remain self-sufficient. The same took place within the Soviet Union that also had a logic of food supply that was not market based. However, since initiatives such as these, a multilateral trade platform was established that invited countries to opt in with the promise of satisfying their demands. With this not taking place, when it comes to food some countries are abandoning this order, especially the food-dependent with material means to do so. These states are now free riding, not only putting in place protectionist measures but also, interfering within other states.
Final considerations
The progression here described configures a new power dynamic where food trade, in part, conditions some countries' national security. The 2008 food crisis was one of confidence (MURPHY 2015) for it undermined the premise of certainty.
Despite the previous notion that global food production and trade is more stable than the attempts of states independently. Ultimately, it provided a transition from a matter that was of international political economy to one of national security.
Within the context of power relations delimited by the international commerce of agrifood products.
We are not underestimating the struggle of 
